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199111-50-7
N/A
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N/A
Formulation
Salvador Rod. ___ 2z
AD

Karen P. Hicks ~APROVED DATE: 05/04/10
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April 28, 2010

MEMORANDUM
Subject: « roduct Chemistry Review for EPA Reg # 85556-2
From: walvador Rodriguez, «..emist
Product Science Branch, CT Team !
Antimicrobials Division (7510P)
Thru: Karen P. Hicks, CT Team Leader
Product Science Branch
Antimicrobials Division (7510P)
To: Drusilla Copeland/ Velma Noble
PM Team 31
Antimicrobials Division (7510P)
APPLICANT: A P Goldshield LLC.
Action code: 362
Due date: 06/13/10

Product Formulation
Active Ingredient(s)

% by wt

3-(trihydroxysilyl) propyl dimethyl octadecyl ammonium chloride ........... 0.75

85556_2 D375828 APGoldshieldLLC
Page 2 of 3
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BACKGROUND:

The registrant, A P Goldshield., has submitted a Confidential Statement of Formula (CSF) for the
basic formulation for the non-integrated end-use product, Goldshield 75. The registrant is
adding an alternate supplier for the active ingredient (AI). The Product Chemistry Reviewer has
received the following documents:

» Confidential Statements of Formula (CSFs), dated 01/05/10, 06/02/08, and 04/27/10, for the
basic formulations.

¢ A cover letter, dated 01/05/10.

* Application for pesticide amendment, dated 01/05/10.

* Fee of service, dated 03/15/10.

» Data matrix of The Technical Analysis of Formulation, previously accepted by EPA on
01/24/08.

FINDINGS:

1. The CSFs, dated 06/02/08, and dated 01/05/10 for the basic formulation are used as
reference.

2. The CSF, dated 04/27/10, for the basic formulation is revised.

3. TL_ _ _F . __1the label have the same nominal.
4. All certified limits meet the EPA standard certified limits.
5. The registrant indicated that this amendment is a variation in the basic formulation,

by adding a new supplier for the active ingredient (AI). This proposed amendment
will allow the customization of their product needs.

6. The additional supplier for the active ingredient (AI), has been added to the agency
database.

7. The label, dated 06/04/08, is used as reference.

CONCLUSION>:
The CSF, dated 04/27/10, for the basic formulation is acceptable. The proposed technical

amendment is acceptable. The justification for this amendment is acceptable. The technical
amendment has been previously approved on 06/02/08.
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Plsase on beofore

eEPA Environmental

Washington, DC 20460 Other

|  PrintForm |

Form Approved. OMi t‘ 2070-0080

Protection Agency X | Amendment

Application for Pesticide - Section |

1. Compeny/Product Number 2. EPA Product Manager 3. Proposed Classification
AP Goldshield / 85556-1 EsBS56=2 Velma Noble
4. Convmnll’roduct (Name) PM#F Nm D ey
AP Goldshield / Goldshield 5 & Goldshield 75 31
x D+ Name and Address of Applicant finciude ZIP Code) 6. Expedited Review. In accordance with FIFRA Section 3(c){(3)
'E AP GoldShield (b)), my product is similar or identical in composition and labeling
@ 9570 Pan American Drive to:
‘E El Paso, TX 79927 EPA Reg. No. i maneei
(1]
j: [ chock ir thi is @ now aciarass Product Name Goldshield 5 & Goldshield 75
- Section - Il
'E Amendment - Explain below Final printed labsls in response to
(] Agency letter dated
O D Resubmission in response to Agency letter dated D “Me Too® Application.
[
c Notification - Explain below. Other - Explain below
(o] d 5
in 0
8 Explanation: Use additional pagels) if necessary. (For section | and Section 11.)
e
(]
=
-E as additional supply for active
()]
g Section - Il
%1. Material This Product Will Bs Packaged In:
E Child-Resistant Packaging [ Unit Packaging Water Soluble Packaging 2. Type of Contsiner
c Yoe* Yos Yes Metel
o g | X | Plastic
.‘g No E No No Glass
B = H "Yeos® No. per if “Yos" No. per Papor
§ ;.c:‘:”f"? tion MUSt | Unix Packaging wgt. container | Package wgt | contsiner Other (Specify}
‘E 3. Locstion of Net Contents information 4. Size(s) Retsil Contsiner 5. Locstion of Label Directions
3 [P - 8162232640 =] ontebel \
O Contasiner On Labeling sccompanying product
2 6. Manner in Which Labe is Affixed to Product Lithograph E Other
g adhesive el o
-
2 Section - IV
5 1. Contact Point [Complete items directly below for identification of individual to be contacted, if necesssry, to process this applicstion.}
“C Name Title b Telephone No. (include Area Code)
D A. Lowell Snow Agent for AP Goldshield 703-791-7955
O 3
£ Certification 6. Dete Application
- | cortify that the statements | have made on this form and all attachments thereto sre true, sccurste and complets. Roreived
g | acknowiedge that any knowingly faise or misleading statement may be punishable by lim or imprisonment or g (Stamped)
S both under applicable law. 4
O 2. signeture , ,% 3. Title .
& Qo A i
> gent for AP Goldshield ‘J
| VATW™
4. Typed Name 5. Date
A. Lowell Snow 1/5/2010
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*Product ingredient source information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

- A. Lowell Snow
Consultant .

6981 SCENIC POINTE PLACE
MANASSAS, VIRGINIA 20112

PHONE: 703-791-7955 E-MAIL: ALSNOW@COMCAST.NET

Fax: 703-791-0370
Mobile: 703-915-8866

January §5, 2010

Document Processing Desk (REGFEE)
Office of Pesticide Programs (7504P)
U. S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

Attn: Velma Noble PM 31

Attached are Form 8570-1, 8570-4 (2 pages) and an Authorization Letter for the author. AP
Goldshield has EPA Reg. Nos. 85556-1 and 85556-2 for Goldshield 5 and Goldshield 75
respectively. The attached seeks to add an alternate supplier,

to the existing CSF for the Active Ingredient.

Please contact me if any further information is needed for your review.

Sincerely,

. Atoril ooons

A. Lowell Snow
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I, UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY

I 2 Y9 WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
N,

“@ mzo“—c(oP

September 2, 2009
OFFICE OF
PREVENTION, PESTICIDES AND
TOXIC SUBSTANCES

MR. MURRY ZBOROWSKI
AP GOLDSHIELD LLC

9570 PAN AMERICAN DRIVE
EL PASO, TX 79927

Dear Mr. Zborowski:

Subject: Transfer of Pesticide Registrations and Data From Company Number 83075 to
Company Number 85556

Pursuant to your request in your letter and transfer agreement of July 16, 2009, we have
approved the transfer of the following registrations from NBS TECHNOLOGY, LLC,
company number 83075 to AP GOLDSHIELD LLC, company number 85556.

The effective date of these changes is the date of this letter.

Old EPA New EPA
Registered Products Reg. No. Reg. No.
MNT MY CIITET T £ oYNTIC 1 [ V¥ -V

You should indicate the new company designation, new EPA Registration Number and
new Establishment Number (if it has changed) on the labeling at the next printing which should
occur no later than 18 months after the effective date of this transfer. After 18 months, any
product released for shipment must bear the new Registration Number and Establishment
Number. If you intend to use the labels which currently appear on the transferor's product after
the effective date of the transfer, but within the 18 month grace period, you must maintain
complete and accurate records which identify by batch number, lot number, or other suitable
description the quantities of such product bearing the transferor's label. Each container or
package bearing the transferor's label which is released after the effective date of product
registration transfer, must be clearly and accurately marked with the batch number, lot number or
other descriptive designation used to identify the product in your records.

Supplemental distribution agreements of registered products do not transfer with the
Section 3 registration. It is your responsibility as the registrant to notify any and all supplemental
distributors of the transferred product(s) of this transfer agreement. If you wish to enter into
supplemental distribution agreements of your product(s) under this new registration, the form
"Notice of Supplemental Distribution of a Registered Pesticide Product,” EPA Form 8570-5,
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Document Processing Desk (DSL)
Office of Pesticide Programs (7504P)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Arie] Rios Buildine

1200 Pennsylvani. .\venue, NW
Washington, DC 20460

By copy of this letter we are informing the transferor of these changes. If you have any
questions about this transfer approval please contact Louis Vaughn at (703) 308-8114.

Sincerely,

ormation fechnology & xkesource Management Div. (7504P)

cc: TED SHLISKY and THOMAS HIGGINS
NBS TECHNOLOGY, LLC
157 SKUNKS MISERY ROAD, PO Box 428
LOCUST VALLEY,NY 11560-

RE: L_83075_RAD_85556_09_02_2009.pdf
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» @® p

‘ | [Fee for Servicel  {809596\ ~

This package includes the following for Division
 New Registration "AD
Amendment | BPPD
RD
v Studies? Fee Waiver?
4 : Risk Mgr. | 31
volpay % Reduction: __
Receipt No. S-| 809596
EPA File Symbol/Reg. No. 83075-E
Pin-Punch Date: 5/1/2007

[ | This item is NOT subject to FFS action.

Action Code: | Parent/Child Decisions:
Requested: N N

Granted: ASH
Amount Due: $__ 4200

Reviewer: L antz i%‘ﬂ: Date: 5/ 1oz
/ (Ib 9

Remarks: No C5F, No )af?él, needs | mmedicc 750@(0 /éL//—-M« U—/

Qaliciercies 4o adedress i 10 0(675 67  ddominstah
withdraws i~ TS M»%s, %/
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*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

thigginsnbst@optonline.net To Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
01/30/2008 03:56 PM cc Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, MDVDT@aol.com
bce

Subject Re: Fw: Extension 83075-E Update

I agree to the thirty day extension, which was [as I discussed by phone today] precipitated as a
result of not having your chemist fully understand the chemistry of the technglogy and [}
our csf
forms. To have submitted data until that was cleared up would have been a fools errand. I am
also mindful of the holidays and vacation days that factored into our inability to meet the target
date we had been shooting for of Jan 9th 2008..

----- Original Message -----

From: Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov

Date: Wednesday, January 30, 2008 3:41 pm
Subject: Fw: Extension 83075-E Update

To: Tom Higgins

Cc: Noble.Velma@epamail.epa.gov

>
> As per the conversation this afternoon, between you, myself and

> my team

> leader Velma Noble, you agreed to a 30 day extension for this

> application.

> We noted that although you had indicated that the corrections to the
> chemistry data would be received by the Agency on 1/9/08, this

> information was not received until 1/25/08. Thus a second

> renegotiationwith an additional 30 days of review time is

> necessary to complete the

> review of this application.

>

> Please respond with an e-mail confirming this conversation.

>

> Thanks

> ceeee Forwarded by Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US on 01/30/2008 03:36

> Lantz/DC/USEPA/
>

>US
>To
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*Product ingredient source information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

Form approved. OMB No. 2070-0060, 2070.2070-01 07, 2070-0122, 2070-0164.

< EPA

United States
Environmental Protection Agency
Washington, DC 20460
Formulator’s Exemption Statement
(40 CFR 152.85)

Applicant's Name and Address

NBS Technology, LLC

PO Box 428

157 Skunks Misery Rd.

Locust Valley, New York 11560

EPA File Symbol/Registration Number
83075-E

I

Product Name
GoldShield 75

Date of Confidential Statement of Formula (EPA Form 8570-4)
08/15/2007

paragraph (1).

As an authorized representative of the applicant for registration of the product identified above, | certify that:

(1) This product contains the following active ingredient(s):

(2) Of these, each active ingredient listed in paragraph (4) is present solely as the result of the use of that active ingredient in the manufacturing,
formulation or repackaging another product which contains that active ingredient which Is registered under FIFRA Section 3, is purchased by
us from another person and meets the requirements of 40 CFR section 158.50(e)(2) or (3).

(3) Indicate by checking (A) or (B) below which paragraph applies:

v] (A) An accurate Confidential Statement of Formula (EPA FORM 8570-4) for the above identified product is attached to this statement.
That formula statement indicates, by company name, registration number, and product name, the source of the active ingredient(s) fisted in

71 (B) The Confidential Statement of Formula (CSF)(EPA Form 8570-4) referenced above and on file with the EPA is complete, current, an
accurate and contains the information required on the current CSF.

(4) The following active ingredients in this product qualify for the formulator's exemption.

OR

Source
Active Ingredient Product Name Registration Number
Signatu Name and Title Date
% (at. A Theodore Shlisky, VP,COO 08/15/2007

EPyﬁ 8570-27 (Rey. 06-2004)

Copy 1-EPA
Copy 2 - Applicant copy
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*Inert ingredient information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

BACKGROUND:

The registrant has submitted a response to the product chemistry review dated
December 15, 2007. The response includes a label, pre- and post-reaction CSFs
submitted on the registrant’s own accord, and MRIDs 47328401 and 47197401.

FINDINGS:

1. The active ingredient on the post-reaction Confidential Statement of Formula
(CSF dated 1/16/08) is consistent with the label declaration. In future submissions, the
registrant should make column 13a equal to column 13b and make columns 13a and 13b
equate to 100% exactly.

8 All ingredients are cleared for use in pesticidal formulations.

3. On the pre- and post-reaction CSFs, the CAS number for the stabilizer is written
as [l when the correct CAS number is il This change on the CSFs does
not need to go to science for review.

4, The product identity and composition is acceptable. The CAS number for the
resultant compound of the post-reaction CSF is 199111-50-7 and not 27668-52-6 as
indicated in the study. This change does not need to go to science for review.

5. The descriptions of the starting materials and the formulation process are
acceptable.
6. The discussion of the formation of impurities is acceptable.

7. The preliminary analysis is acceptable.

8. The certified limits are acceptable.

9. The enforcement analytical method is acceptable. In future submissions, the
registrant should include an equation detailing the calculation of the percentage (weight
by weight) of the active ingredient with each variable clearly defined.

10.  The submittal of samples is acceptable.

11.  The viscosity is acceptable as the viscosity was determined to be 6 centipoise.

12.  The remainder of the chemistry requirements were reviewed and accepted in the
review done under D343751.
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® NBS Technology, LL’ 473284-00
157 Skunks Misery Rd. '
P.O.Box 428
Locust Valley, New York 11560
516.674.4085P thigginsnbst@optonline.nel 516.759.5309 F
Jan.15™, 2008

Document Processing Desk (RESUB)
Att: Velma Noble

Office of Pesticide Programs
Environmental Protection Agency
Washington , DC 20460

Re: Request to cure deficiencies of EPA Findings dated Dec.18, 2007 47328401
OPP Decision Number D 378983
Product Name: Goldshield 75
EPA File Symbol: 83075-E
Application Date: April 20, 2007

For the purposes of this submission we will address only those deficiencies articulated in
the Dec. 18, letter, which need to be cured and will follow the number sequence in your
letter under “findings”.

Attachments:

1.

2.

W

XN

9.
10.
11.

12.

Attachment #7a. (CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENTS)Pre & Post Confidential
Statements of Formwauons :

Attachment # 1; Form 8570-1, stating “similar to” & “me too” label not
chemistry

Product Identity, 830.1550 Attachment #7b.(CONFIDENTIAL
ATTACHMENTS)

Starting materials, 830.1600 Attachment #2

Description of formulation process, 830.1650, Attachment # 3
Formation of impurities, 830.1670, Attachment #4

Preliminary analysis; Attachment # 4a.

Certified limits calculations; Pre & Post CSF forms Attachment # 7a
(CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENTS)

Enforcement analytical method, Attachment # 5

Sample availability statement , Attachment #5 a.

Curing of box 17 on CSF forms; Attachments 7a (CONFIDENTIAL
ATTACHMENTS)

Form 8570-36 resubmission for clarity on viscosity Attachment #6

(op 2

BOES "BSL "91S SUT331H woy dBé’%)zBO b2 uJer




*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

Summary response to your Dec 18, 2007 letter.

FINDINGS:
1. The active ingredient on the Confidential Statement of Formula (CSF) (dated

8/17/07) is inconsistent with label.

Response: To cure this deficiency we have supplied “pre and post” CSF forms after

consultation with Chris Jiang, Chemist EPA, || GGG
|

B S:: cnclosed Data Reqmrement of CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL
attachment # 7 a.

3. The registrant has submitted Form 8570-1 stating that the proposed formulation is
identical to 70781-5; however, the proposed product is not identical to cited
product. .

Response: NBS has re-submitted form 8570-1 eliminating the word identical and states
only “similar t0”. We are “me-too(ing)” the label not the chemistry. See attachment no
#1

4. The product identity and composition is unacceptable because this requirement
was not addressed. The registrant must read guideline 830.1550

Response: The active ingredient has been reflected in the Pre- and Post CSF forms.
Reference MSDS sheets filed with the pre-registered product 83075-1. See enclosed data
requirement of CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL, attachment # 7.b.

5. The description of the starting materials is unacceptable because this requirement
was not addressed. The registrant must read guideline 830.1600

Response: The starting materials are reflected in the new CSF forms and the Statement
of formulation. See data requirement 830.1600 enclosed in Attachment no 2.

6. The description of the formulation process is unacceptable because this
requirement was not addressed. The registrant must read guideline 830.1650.

Response: NBS has submitted the data requirement of the formulation process in the
statement of formulation.

N S iachment #3

7. The discussion of the formation of impurities is unacceptable becaust dis
requirement was not addressed. The registrant must read guidelines 830.1670.

Response: This manufacturing process is a simple mixing process, by blending r=gistered
ingredients, which result in no impurities. See attachment no #4.

42/
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8. The preliminary analysis is unacceptable because this requirement was not
addressed. See data requirement enclosed.

Response: We are using registered sources of materials therefore this is not applicable.

9. The certified limits cannot be calculated because of the inconsistency between the
CSF and label and because the data requirements that are not addressed in the
submission.

Response: NBS has re-submitted pre and post CSF forms stating the above which
provides a consistency with our labeling. See attachment no #7 a.

10. The enforcement analytical method is unacceptable. The method must be a
thorouph narrative detailing the list of materials used, the reagents used for assay
(complewe with normality and standardization procedures), instrumentation,
sample preparation, how to prepare solutions, and the equation [percentage
(weight by weight)] with each variable defined.

Response: As referenced to “Analytical method”, the format and procedure were
previously accepted by the EPA. See £ “~chment #5

11. The Submittal of samples is unacceptable as this requirement was not addresses in
the submission. The registrant needs to state that samples are available upon
request.

Response: Any and all samples are available upon request. fa,
13. Box 17 of the CSF is left blank.

Response: CSF forms have been cured and fixed. See CONFIDENTIAL .MATERIALS
attachment no. 7 @ .

21. The viscosity is unacceptable. The self-certification states that the viscosity of the
liquid is less than 85.5 mPas; however the Agency needs a finite value. See attachment
#6 form 8570-36

Response: The viscosity of Goldshield 75 is 6 centipoises using a Brookfield viscometer

L\g‘ model with spindle #2 at 60 rpm. Please see revised form 8570-36, see attachment
#.

22/
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*Product ingredient source information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

Date: 12/13/2007 05:09PM

cc: Michele Wingfield/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Dennis Edwards/DC/USEPA/JUS@EPA, Velma
Noble/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject: Tox review for 83075-E, PRIA due 1/10/08

1 don't know exactly how to advise you. | will not be in the office tomorrow.
| suggest that you either get advise from Dennis or Wallace.

But if you thinkswhat they are doing will not work, do not hesitate to call this unacceptable.
Chris has already told me that | will need to renegotiate on the Chemistry so we can ask for the
appropriate toxicity information if you feel you do not have what you need to support this product

lan Blackwell/DC/USEPA/US

Ian
Blackwell/D
C/USEPA/US
ToMichele Wingfield/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Tracy
12/13/2007 Lantz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
05:02 PM

ccWallace Powell

Subj: Tox review for 83075-ELink
ect

Tracy and Michele, ~—’

| am very sorry, but | just cannot finish this one today. It is WAY too complicated. | have to sit down
with another person to work this one out What do | mean? Well, here are a few issues:

There is no way | could have forseen even HALF of this before | started on this review.

_ How do you all want me to handle this???

lan Blackwell

Chemistry and Toxicology Team
Product Science Branch
Antimicrobials Division

Office of Pesticide Programs

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
2777 S. Crystal Drive

Arlington, VA 22202
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*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US To thigginsnbst@optonline.net
02/05/2008 06:27 PM cc Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US
bece

Subject Re: Fw: Extension 83075-E Update

Thanks for your reply on the 30 day extension.
Please be aware as per my message to you of 1/16/08 that this is your final renegotiation for this product.
If there are any other problems with this data or submission which are not quickly correctable, our only
option may be to issue a do not grant letter. Issuing a do not grant letter means you would be required to
start the process over again and possibly pay a new fee.

thigginsnbst@optonline.net

thigginsnbst@optonline.net
cc Veima Noble/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, MDVDT@aol.com
Subject Re: Fw: Extension 83075-E Update

I agree to the thirty day extension, which was [as I discussed by phone today] precipitated as a
result of not having your chemist fully understand the chemistry of the technology and ||}
our csf
forms. To have submitted data until that was cleared up would have been a fools errand. [ am
also mindful of the holidays and vacation days that factored into our inability to meet the target
date we had been shooting for of Jan 9th 2008..

----- Original Message -----

From: Lantz. Tracy@epamail.epa.gov

Date: Wednesday, January 30, 2008 3:41 pm
Subject: Fw: Extension 83075-E Update

To: Tom Higgins

Cc: Noble.Velma@epamail.epa.gov

>

> As per the conversation this afternoon, between you, myself and

> my team

> leader Velma Noble, you agreed to a 30 day extension for this

> application.

> We noted that although you had indicated that the corrections to the
> chemistry data would be received by the Agency on 1/9/08, this

> information was not received until 1/25/08. Thus a second

> renegotiationwith an additional 30 days of review time is

> necessary to complete the

> review of this application.
>
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*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

thigginsnbst@optonline.net To Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
01/30/2008 03:56 PM c¢c Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, MDVDT@aol.com
bee

Subject Re: Fw: Extension 83075-E Update

I agree to the thirty day extension, which was [as I discussed by phone today] precipitated as a
result of not having your chemist fully understand the chemistry of the technology and [}
our csf
forms. To have submitted data until that was cleared up would have been a fools errand. I am
also mindful of the holidays and vacation days that factored into our inability to meet the target
date we had been shooting for of Jan 9th 2008..

----- Original Message -----

From: Lantz. Tracy@epamail.epa.gov

Date: Wednesday, January 30, 2008 3:41 pm
Subject: Fw: Extension 83075-E Update

To: Tom Higgins

Cc: Noble.Velma@epamail.epa.gov

>

> As per the conversation this aftenoon, between you, myself and

> my team

> leader Velma Noble, you agreed to a 30 day extension for this

> application.

> We noted that although you had indicated that the corrections to the
> chemistry data would be received by the Agency on 1/9/08, this

> information was not received until 1/25/08. Thus a second

> renegotiationwith an additional 30 days of review time is

> necessary to complete the

> review of this application.

>

> Please respond with an e-mail confirming this conversation.

>

> Thanks

p Ju— Forwarded by Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US on 01/30/2008 03:36

> Lantz/DC/USEPA/
>

>US
>To
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*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

/ * ‘\;’\w 2.0 @
m ‘)}\DNL call do feneaof!'ia-l{

“Tom H‘%r\s Sle 6714 40845 Veliea 417
Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US To Tom Higgins <thigginsnbst tonline.net>
cy om Higgins <thigginsnbst@optonline.ne we W '95' ke
01/30/2008 11:19 AM cc Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US i 4(_&.;,..,,1 30
bee Md,a
Subject Fw: Extension 83075-E Update \

K asked %

Velma and | will be contacting you today sometime between 1:30 and 2:00 PM to discuss the second and 4~ € rad
final renegotiation for this product (as per my 1/16/08 message below).
| hope you will be available at this time.

-— Forwarded by Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US on 01/30/2008 11:19 AM — g Ly ;
Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US ’
01/16/2008 09:57 AM To Tom Higgins <thigginsnbst@optonline.net>
i cc Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Dennis
‘ Edwards/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

Subject RE: Extension 83075-E Update[®

You told us we would have this information in house by the Sth.
You should be keeping me in the loop since there have been changes in the date that this material will
arrive.

The real problem is that we will likely need to renegotiate this again due to your delay in sending in the
requested information.

The biggest problem with this is that each company is only allowed 2 renegotiations per submission. This .
‘wouid use up your second reriegotiation which means if there are any other probilems with the dats etc.

our only optlon may be to issue a do not grant letter which means you would be required to start all ovef :
again and pay a new fee.

Are you planning to send this material by overnight delivery?
You need to let me know as soon as you send us the information and by what means you are sending it
Once we receive it, | will likely be contacting you for the second renegotiation.

Tom Higgins <thigginsnbst@optonline.net>

Tom Higgins
:thiaalnsnbst@optonIine-net To Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

, cc Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Dennis
01/16/2008 08:57 AM Edwards/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, MDVDT@aol.com

Subject RE: Extension 83075-E Update

Tracy we had to speak to Chris Jiang to get clarification from him on the pre
& post CSf forms. He was out Monday , we spoke to him yesterday, and we

He gave us the
directions on how he suggested we reflect this on the pre & post CSF, which
we have done, and which now will reflect the consistency to our label. We will
be submitting the additional paper work later today after we run off the
multiple copies of the guideline materials you need to cure the deficiencies,
as stated in your 12/18 letter..

113




114



115



116



117



118



119



120



121



*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

(]

Tom Higgins To Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

e o e cc Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Dennis
Edwards/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, MDVDT@aol.com
01/16/2008 10:49 AM -

Subject RE: Extension 83075-E Update

Tracy,
In all due respect, we are just trying to comply to what Chris requested, and
we could only do that by reaching out to him, he was available yesterday.
There was a misunderstanding of the chemistry and how it functions to be
stabilized, and unless that is understood the corrections couldn't be made

appropriately. When we lained to Chris

, he
was able to recommend how he would like to see that reflected on the CSF
forms, which is what we got straightened out yesterday.
|
| and by understanding that he was able to recommend the format he would
like to see. Once that was straightened out the rest is rather simple because
it clears the deficiencies pointed out in you Dec 18th letter. My associate
Ted had been in contact with the woman you recommended regarding the Guideline
formats and number of copies needed, so we intend to send this out overnight
tonight.

----- Original Message-----

From: Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Wednesday, January 16, 2008 9:57 AM

To: Tom Higgins

Cc: Noble.Velma@epamail.epa.gov; Edwards.Dennis@epamail.epa.gov
Subject: RE: Extension 83075-E Update

You told us we would have this information in house by the 9th.
You should be keeping me in the loop since there have been changes in
the date that this material will arrive.

The real problem is that we will likely need to renegotiate this again
due to your delay in sending in the requested information.

The biggest problem with this is that each company is only allowed 2
renegotiations per submission. This would use up your second
renegotiation which means if there are any other problems with the data,
etc. our only option may be to issue a do not grant letter which means
you would be required to start all over again and pay a new fee.

Are you planning to send this material by overnight delivery?

You need to let me know as soon as you send us the information and by
what means you are sending it.

Once we receive it, I will likely be contacting you for the second
renegotiation.

Tom Higgins

<thigginsnbst@o

ptonline.net> To
Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/USGEPA

01/16/2008 cc

08:57 aM Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US@GEPA,
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Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US To Tom Higgins <thigginsnbst@optonline.net>
01/16/2008 09:50 AM cc Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US, Dennis
| Edwards/DC/USEPA/US
1 bee

Subject RE: Extension 83075-E Update

You told us we would have this information in house by the Sth.
You should be keeping me in the loop since there have been changes in the date that this material will
arrive.

The real problem is that we will likely need to renegotiate this again due to your delay in sending in the
requested information.

The biggest problem with this is that each company is only allowed 2 renegotiations per submission. This
would use up your second renegotiation which means if there are any other problems with the data, etc.
our only option may be to issue a do not grant letter which means you would be required to start all over
again and pay a new fee.

Are you planning to send this material by overnight delivery?
You need to let me know as soon as you send us the information and by what means you are sending it
Once we receive it, | will likely be contacting you for the second renegotiation.

Tom Higgins <thigginsnbst@optonline.net>

Tom Higgins
<thigginsnbst@optonline.net> To Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA

! cc Velma Noble/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, Dennis
01/16/2008 08:57 AM Edwards/DC/USEPA/US@EPA, MDVDT@aol.com

Subject RE: Extension 83075-E Update

Tracy we had to speak to Chris Jiang to get clarification from him on the pre
& post CSf forms. He was out Monday , we spoke to him yesterday, and we

L

| He gave us the
directions on how he suggested we reflect this on the pre & post CSF, which
we have done, and which now will reflect the consistency to our label. We will
be submitting the additional paper work later today after we run off the
multiple copies of the guideline materials you need to cure the deficiencies,
as stated in your 12/18 letter..

————— Original Message-----

From: Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Tuesday, January 15, 2008 3:27 PM

To: Tom Higgins

Cc: Noble.Velma@epamail.epa.gov; Edwards.Dennis@epamail.epa.gov
Subject: Fw: Extension 83075-E Update

I have not heard from you as to whether you can confirm that this data
was received by the Agency. As of today, 1/15/08, our records do not
indicate that this information has been received. This renegotiation
was based on your data arriving at the Agency on 1/9/08.
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S0 T UNITE*TATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTIOQGENCY

7 A WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
5 [}
] ¢
January 25, 2008
OFFICE OF
PREVENTION, PESTICIDES AND
TOXIC SUBSTANCES

NBS TECHNOLOGY, LLC
157 SKUNKS MISERY ROAD, PO Box 428
LOCUST VALLEY,NY 11560-

Report of Analysis for Compliance with PR Notice 86-5

Thank you for your submittal of 25-JAN-08. Our staff has completed a preliminary
analysis of the material. The results are provided as follows:

Your submittal was found to be in full compliance with the standards for submission of
data contained in PR Notice 86-5. A copy of your bibliography is enclosed, annotated with
Master Record ID's (MRIDs) assigned to each document submitted. Please use these numbers in
all future references to these documents. Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
questions concerning this data submission, please raise them with the cognizant Product
Manager, to whom the data have been released.
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NBS Technology, LLC 473284-00
157 Skunks Misery Rd. :
P.O.Box 428
Locust Valley, New York 11560
516.674.4085P thigginsnbsti@optonline.net 516.759.5309 F
Jan.15", 2008

Document Processing Desk (RESUB)
Att: Velma Noble

Office of Pesticide Programs
Environmental Protection Agency
Washington , DC 20460

Re: Request to cure deficiencies of EPA Findings dated Dec.18, 2007 47328401
OPP Decision Number D 378983
Product Name: Goldshield 75
EPA File Symbol: 83075-E
Application Date: April 20, 2007

For the purposes of this submission we will address only those deficiencies articulated in
the Dec. 18, letter, which need to be cured and will follow the number sequence in your
letter under “findings”.

Attachments:

1.

Attachment #7a. (CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENTS)Pre & Post Confidential
Statements of Formulations

2. Attachment # 1; Form 8570-1, stating “similar to” & “me too” label not
chemistry
3. Product Identity, 830.1550 Attachment #7b.(CONFIDENTIAL
ATTACHMENTS)
4. Starting materials, 830.1600 Attachment #2
5. Description of formulation process, 830.1650, Attachment # 3
6. Formation of impurities, 830.1670, Attachment #4
7. Preliminary analysis; Attachment # 4a.
8. Certified limits calculations; Pre & Post CSF forms Attachment # 7a
(CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENTS)
9. Enforcement analytical method, Attachment # 3
10. Sample availability statement , Attachment #5 a.
11. Curing of box 17 on CSF forms; Attachments 7a (CONFIDENTIAL
ATTACHMENTS)
12. Form 8570-36 resubmission for clarity on viscosity Attachment #6
Sineersly,
At
T<>rn Higgins

(07 2/
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*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

Summary response to your Dec 18, 2007 letter.

FINDINGS:
1. The active ingredient on the Confidential Statement of Formula (CSF) (dated

8/17/07) is inconsistent with label.

Response: To cure this deficiency we have supplied “pre and post” CSF forms after
consultation with Chris Jiang, Chemist EPA,

B Scc cnclosed Data Requlrement of CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL
attachment # 7 a.

3. The registrant has submitted Form 8570-1 stating that the proposed formulation is
identical to 70781-5; however, the proposed product is not identical to cited
product. :

Response: NBS has re-submitted form 8570-1 eliminating the word identical and states
only “similar to”. We are “me-too(ing)” the label not the chemistry. See attachment no
#1

4. The product identity and composition is unacceptable because this requirement
was not addressed. The registrant must read guideline 830.1550

Response: The active ingredient has been reflected in the Pre- and Post CSF forms.
Reference MSDS sheets filed with the pre-registered product 83075-1. See enclosed data
requirement of CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL, attachment # 7.b.

5. The description of the starting materials is unacceptable because this requirement
was not addressed. The registrant must read guideline 830.1600

Response: The starting materials are reflected in the new CSF forms and the Statement
of formulation. See data requirement 830.1600 enclosed in Attachment no 2.

6. The description of the formulation process is unacceptable because this
requirement was not addressed. The registrant must read guideline 830.1650.

Response: NBS has submitted the data requirement of the formulation process in the

statement of formulation. [N
I Sc- iiachment #3

7. The discussion of the formation of impurities is unacceptable becausc idis
requirement was not addressed. The registrant must read guidelines 830.(670.

Response: This manufacturing process is a simple mixing process, by blending registered
ingredients, which result in no impurities. See attachment no #4.

L2/
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8. The preliminary analysis is unacceptable because this requirement was not
addressed. See data requirement enclosed.

Response: We are using registered sources of materials therefore this is not applicable.

9. The certified limits cannot be calculated because of the inconsistency between the
CSF and label and because the data requirements that are not addressed in the
submission.

Response: NBS has re-submitted pre and post CSF forms stating the above which
provides a consistency with our labeling. See attachment no #7 a.

10. The enforcement analytical method is unacceptable. The method must be a
thorough narrative detailing the list of materials used, the reagents used for assay
(complete with normality and standardization procedures), instrumentation,
sample preparation, how to prepare solutions, and the equation [percentage
(weight by weight)] with each variable defined.

Response: As referenced to “Analytical method”, the format and procedure were
previously accepted by the EPA. See Attachment #5

11. The Submittal of samples is unacceptable as this requirement was not addresses in
the submission. The registrant needs to state that samples are available upon
request.

Response: Any and all samples are available upon request. fa,
13. Box 17 of the CSF is left blank.

Response: CSF forms have been cured and fixed. See CONFIDENTIAL .MATERIALS
attachment no. 7 & .

21. The viscosity is ur--z¢~“-ble. The self-certification states that the viscosity of the
liquid is less than 85.5 mPas; however the Agency needs a finite value. See attachment
#6 form 8570-36

Response: The viscosity of Goldshield 75 is 6 centipoises using a Brookfield viscometer

L\Z‘ model with spir '~ #2 at 60 rpm. Please see revised form 8570-36, see attachment
#.

22/
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NBS Technology, LLC _ G Lia*ervé Nf % i
157 Skunks Misery Rd. ST ot
P.0Box 428 Py LS
T.ocust Vallev. New York 11560 3
516.674.4085P 516.759.5309 F -~ e'\(( .
P

Jan.15%, 2008

Document Processing Desk (RESUB)
Att: Velma Noble

Office of Pesticide Programs
Environmental Protection Agency
Washington , DC 20460

Re: Re, st to cure deficiencies of EPA Findings dated Dec.18, 2007
OPP Decision Number D 378983
Product Name: Goldshield 75
EPA File Symbol: 83075-E
Application Date: April 20, 2007

For the purposes of this ~*hmission we will address only those deficiencies articulated in
the Dec. 18, letter, whicn need to be cured and will follow the number sequence in your
letter under “findings”.

Attachments:
1. Attachment #7a. (CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENTS)Pre & Post Confidential
Statements of Formulations
2. Attachment # 1; Form 8570-1, stating “similar t0o” & “me too” label not
chemistry
3. Product Identity, 830.1550 Attachment #7b.(CONFIDENTIAL
ATTAC ™ “"NTS)

4. Starting materials, 830.1600 Attachment #2
5. Description of formulation process, 830.1650, Attachment # 3
6. Formation of impurities, 830.1670, Attachment #4
7. Preliminary analysis; Attachment # 4a.
8. Certified limits calculatico -, Pre & Post CSF forms Attachment # 7a
(CONFIDENTIAL ATTACHMENTS)
9. Enforcement analytical method, Attachment # 5 XITH
10. Sample availability statement , Attachment #5 a. eoee
11. Curing of box 17 on CSF forms; Attachments 7a (CONFIDENTIAL E- coce
ATTACHMENTS) secsee .
12. Form 8570-36 resubmission for clarity on viscosity Attachment #6° . Seoele
/S‘iﬂeﬁ oo : : * : : ° : *
Tén Hig,.... - osee
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*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

Summary response to your Dec 18, 2007 letter.

FINDING®
1. The active ingredient on the Confidential Statement of Formula (CSF) (dated

8/17/07) is inconsistent with label.

Response: To cure this deficiency we have supplied “pre and post” CSF forms after

consultation with Chris Jiang, Chemist EPA, || NG

B - Scc cnclosed Data Requirement of CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL
attachment # 7 a.

3. The registrant has submitted Form 8570-1 stating that the proposed formulation is
identical to 70781-5; however, the proposed product is not identical to cited
product.

Response: NBS has re-submitted form 8570-1 eliminating the word identical and states
only “similar to”. We are “me-too(ing)” the label not the chemistry. See attachment no
#1

4. The product identity and composition is unacceptable because this requirement
was not addressed. The registrant must read guideline 830.1550

Response: The active ingredient has been reflected in the Pre- | Post CSF forms.
Reference MSDS sheets filed with the pre-registered product 83075-1. See enclosed data
requirement of CONFIDENTIAL MATERIAL, attachment # 7.b.

5. The description of the starting materials is unacceptabl: recause this requirement
was not addressed. e registrant must read guideline 830.1600

Response: The starting materials are reflected in the new CSF forms and the Statement
of formulation. See data requirement 830.1600 enclosed in Attachment no 2.

6. The description of the formulation process is unacceptable because this
requirement was not addressed. The registrant must read guideline 830.1650.

Response: NBS has submitted the data requirement of the formulation process in the
statement of formulation.

e
I Sce attachment #3 Seeete

7. The discussion of the formation of impurities is unaccoptable beca@sethys ,

requirement was not addressed. The registrant must read guidelines 830.4670.s

Response: This manufacturing process is a simple mixing process, b »len:c[ifl'g:register'éq *
ingredients, which result in no impurities. See attachment no #4. coee
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8. The preliminary analysis is unacceptable because this requirement was not
addressed. See data requirement enclosed.

Response: We are using registered sources of materials therefore this is not applicable.

9. The certified limits cannot be calculated because of the inconsistency between the
CSF and label and because the data requirements that are not addressed in the

submission.

Response: NBS has re-submitted pre and post CSF forms stating the above which
provides a consistency with our labeling. See attach :nt no #7 a.

10. The enforcement analytical method is unacceptable. The method must be a
thorough narrative detailing the list of materials used, the reagents used for assay
(comnlete with normality and standardization procedures), instrumentation,
sampuc preparation, how to prepare solutions, and the equation [percentage
(weight by weight)] with each variable defined.

Response: As referenced to “Analytical method”, the format and procedure were
previously accepted by the EPA. See Attachment #5

11. The Submittal of samples is unacceptable as this requirement was not addresses in
the submission. The registrant needs to state that samples are available upon
request.

Response: Any and all samples are available upon request. f 2
13. Box 17 of the CSF is left blank.

Response: CSF forms have been cured and fixed. See CONFIDENTIAL .MATERIALS
attachment no.”/&._

21. The viscosity is unacceptable. The self-certification states that the viscosity of the
liquid is less than 85.5 mPas; however the Agency needs a finite value. See attachment
#6 form 8570-36

Response: The viscosity of Goldshield 75 is 6 centipoises using a Brookfield viscometgr, , ,
LVF model with spindle #2 at 60 rpm. Please see revised form 8570-36, see attachmerfteseo®

# ----- :...:.
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Tom Hi ins‘

From: Tom Higgins [thigginsnbst@optonline.net]
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2007 12:50 PM
To: Lantz. Tracy@epamail.epa.gov

Cc: MDVDT@aol.com

Subject: Extension 83075-E

Tracy,

| want to extend our application as | spoke to Chris Jiang this AM and he went through each of his findings and what he
is seeking, which we are working on now, and hope to complete next week. It appears there is latitude by reviewer
which permits them to ask for things that others do not. So to accommodate these requests, we will send in a cover
page addressing each of the “Findings” Chris listed, other than those that had been previously accepted, and reference
the data requirement heading. At his suggestion we will be “Me-too” this application for labeling not chemistry as that
will satisfy some of the ambiguities.

Lastly, can this email satisfy our request for an extension on #83075-E? Or is there some other form or format that has
to be executed?

Tom Higgins
President/CEO

NBS Technology LLC
516.674.4085 P
516.759.5309 F
516.592.2847 C
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Tom Higgins _ i}

From: Tom Higgins [thigginsnbst@optonline.net]
Sent: Friday, December 21, 2007 2:42 PM

To: Lantz. Tracy@epamail.epa.gov

Cc: MDVDT@aol.com

Subject: Extension filing date

I have spoken with my people and we will address the deficiencies as described in your letter and with our conversations
with Chris Jiang. We are planning on re-submitting the data and materials you need to cure the deficiencies of the
original application on or about Jan. 9™. We reached out to Teresea Downs today , but she will not be back in the office
until Dec. 27™. We intend to speak with her to insure all forms are submitted appropriately. Thank you and have a nice
Holiday.

Tom Higgins
President/CEO

NBS Technology LLC
516.674.4085 P
516.759.5309 F
516.592.2847 C
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Tom Hi iné

From: Tom Higgins [thigginsnbst@optonline.net]
Sent: Sunday, January 06, 2008 3:07 PM
To: ‘Lantz. Tracy@epamail.epa.gov'
Cc: MDVDT@aol.com
~~lect: RE: Extension 83075-E Update
i Tracy,

Just wanted to give you an update on when the paper work will be finished and re-submitted.
We are expecting by 1/11/08 we will have it at the EPA.

----- Original Message-----

From: Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 20, 2007 2:59 PM

To: Tom Higgins

Subject: Re: Extension 83075-E

Please send me a message that tells me when we can expect your additional information for
Chemistry review.

Please be aware that this information needs to be formatted as per PR Notice 86-5 and if
fc. . _ted as per this notice will be processed and receive MRIDs. You may contact Teresa
Downs at (7@3) 305-5363 for further information on this formatting. If your studies are not
formatted correctly, the studies will be found unacceptable by front end and additional time
will be required to correct the studies.

In addition to the time necessary for this front end processing, the Agency will need 120
days to review this submission.

Please also indicate that you agree to a 120 day time extension in addition to the time
required for the new information to reach the Agency.

It would be most helpful if you would send tt°~ reply e-mail to me as soon as possible.

Tom Higgins

<thigginsnbst@o
ptonline.net> To
Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/US@EPA
12/20/2007 cc
12:49 PM
Subject

Extension 83075-E
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December 15, 2007

MEMORA~DUM

Subject: | __view for 83075-E pP o I375]
From: Chris Jiang, Chemist

Cher-*stry and Toxicology Team
Product Science Branch

Antimicrobials Division (7510P)

Thru: Karen P. Hicks, CT Team Leade
Chemistry and  xicology Team

Product Science Branch

Antimicrobials Division (7510P)
Aru: Michele E. Wingfield, Chief
Product Science uianch
Antimicrobials Division (7510P)
To: Velma Noble PM 31\Tracy Lantz
Regulatory Mana__ment Branch I
Antimicrobials Division (7510P)

Applicant: NBS Technology. LL.C

Formulation from Label

Active Ingredient(s)
3-(Trihydroxysilyl)propyldimethyloctadecyl
ammonium chloride

Other Ingredients

Total

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC 20460

OFFICE OF
PREVENT 1,
FESTICICEY
AND TOXIT
SUBSTANCES

ric. Qg

% by wt.

0.75 %
99.25 %
100.0 %
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12. The registrant needs to provide clearly labeled pre- and post-reaction CSFs. (See
confidential appendix.)

13. Box 17 of the CSF is left blank.

14.  The color, physical state. and odor are acceptable as the proauct is an odorless
pale yellow to off-white liquid.

15.  The density is acceptable as the density was determined to be 8.3 lbs/gal..
lo. The pH is acceptable as thc pH was determined to be 5.17.

17.  The oxidation/reduction potential is acceptable as this requirement is not
apr'‘-able to the product.

.l 8. The flammability is acceptable as the produ.. is non-flammable.

19. The explodability is acceptable as the product does not contain any explosive
material.

20.  The joint study for storage stability and corrosion characteristics is ongoing.
21.  The viscosity is unac...table. The self-certific~*i~n st~*=s that viscosity of the

liquid is less than 85.5 mPas; however, the Agency neeas a finite value.
22. The miscibility is acceptable as the product is dispersible in water.

23.  The dielectric breakc....n voltage is acceptable as ... product is not intended for
use around electrical equipment.

CONCLUSIONS:
Product Science Branch of Antimicrobials Division finds the submission for

83075-E to be unacceptable for the reasons discussed in the finding. The registrant must
correct the issues discussed in the findings for registration v proceed.
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UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, DC 20460

OFFICE OF
PREVENT LM,
PESTIC!IDES

AT Toe T
SHBLSTAUCE.

December 15 2007

DP BARCODE:

MRID:

SUBJECT:

REG. NO. OR FILE SYMBOL:
DOCUMENT TYPE:
Manufacturing-use [ ] OR
INGREDIENTS (PC Codes):
CAS Number:

TEST LAB:

SUBMITTER:

GUIDELINE:
COMMODITIES:
REVIEWER:
ORGANIZATION:
APPROVER:

APPROVED DATE:

COMMENT:

D343751

47197401

Goldshield 75

83075-E

Product Chemistry Review
End-use Product [X]
107403

199111-50-7

N/A

NBS Technology. LLC
830 Guidelines
Formulation

Chris Jiang ()
AD

Karen P. Hicks

,,z/,? 07
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*Manufacturing process information may be entitled to confidential treatment*

Monday,

gbt.the check for $3150 and where it was applied. I assume that is why
;gtl:howing up in yr system under our application symbol number. When
:g?ustment to our account is made will u retroactively start the clock
3313/07 when the EPA cashed it? Yr other comments noted.

----- Original Message-----

From: Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov [mailto:Lantz.Tracy@epamail.epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, September 27, 2007 12:59 PM

To: Tom Higgins

Cc: Noble.Velma@epamail.epa.gov

Subject: Re: 83075-E Payment

Who was it that indicated that your payment had been credited to a
different product?

Each product (as sold) must be supported by toxicity data. You have
asked us to decide if the toxicity data from a similar product will
support your product.

This determination must be made by a toxicologist. Your fee is based on
the fact that a toxicologist as well as a chemist and a regulatory
person will all review the information and make determinations regarding
whether your product has met the requirements for registration. Your
fee is based on the reviews which are performed. The fee is not
dependent on the outcome of the reviews.

Tom Higgins

<thigginsnbst@op
tonline.net> To
Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/USGEPA
09/27/2007 12:49 cc
PM
Subject

83075-E Payment

Tracy,

Relative to the payment we made of $3150 which was sent on 9/10/07 and
cashed by the EPA 9/13/07, yet not posted, I have found out the EPA
credited our funds to a third party. Therefore, I would like the clock
to start ticking on our application as of the 9/13/07 date as 2 weeks
have passed which has put us at a disadvantage. There is also another
igssue I want to discuss, we have #83075-1 approved in a 5% concentrate
and in our master approved label we indicate dilution levels it is

approved for which can represent less than 1% of the active ingredient.

184
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g ]
. Although you have indicated
this would have to be reviewed for toxicity, my question is will they

refund the money if all they do is look at the dilution, mindful that
the heavier concentration has already been approved?

Tom Higgins

President/CEO

NBS Technology LLC

516.674.4085 P
516.759.5309 F AX

516.592.2847 C

thigginsnbst@optonline.net

www.nbsgoldshield.com
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. ® e

asked us to decide if the toxicity data from a similar product will
support your product.

This determination must be made by a toxicologist. Your fee is based on
the fact that a toxicologist as well as a chemist and a regulatory
person will all review the information and make determinations regarding
whether your product has met the requirements for registration. Your
fee is based on the reviews which are performed. The fee is not
dependent on the outcome of the reviews.

Tom Higgins

<thigginsnbst@op
tonline.net> To
Tracy Lantz/DC/USEPA/USEGEPA
08/27/2007 12:49 (5]
PM
Subject

83075-E Payment

Tracy,

Relative to the payment we made of $3150 which was sent on 9/10/07 and
cashed by the EPA 9/13/07, yet not posted, I have found out the EPA
credited our funds to a third party. Therefore, I would like the clock
to start ticking on our application as of the 9/13/07 date as 2 weeks
have passed which has put us at a disadvantage. There is also another
issue I want to discuss, we have #83075-1 approved in a 5% concentrate
and in our master approved label we indicate dilution levels it is
approved for which can represent less than 1% of the active ingredient.

|
. Although you have indicated
this would have to be reviewed for toxicity, my question is will they
refund the money if all they do is look at the dilution, mindful that
the heavier concentration has already been approved?

Tom Higgins

President/CEO

NBS Technology LLC
516.674.4085 P
516.759.5309 F
516.592.2847 C
thigginsnbst@optonline.net
www.nbsgoldshield. con
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8/29/07 Received FAX of Fed Ex delivery and bill for 83075-G, which
they indicated they had paid.

8/30/07 Tom Faxed the package to me today. I have looked briefly at the
package. Label indicates that product is at .75% Al. Tom had indicated to
Velma and I that the matrix would list the MRIDs for the BioShield product
that was just like his. Matrix uses “cite all” and lists NBST as submitter.
Cover letter indicates that they are “me-tooing” 70871-5 (now 70871-19)
which appears to be the same Al at the same percentage.

Chemistry-ask the chemists to review self certification, CSF and decide
whether 70871-5 (now 70871-19) data will support.

Toxicity-compare CSFs, send for Tox bridging

Tom indicated by phone that they have not sent in another product. OPPIN
shouldn’t have indicated that there was a —G file symbol nor should a fee be
charged for —G. They need to pay the fee for this product, -E.
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_\,e“w sr"q,._ UNI% STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECT&I AGENCY

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460
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August 7, 2007
OFFICE OF
PREVENTION, PESTICIDES AND
TOXIC SUBSTANCES

NBS TECHNOLOGY, LLC
7910 WOODMONT AVE., SUITE 1000
BETHESDA, MD 20814-

Report of Analysis for Compliance with PR Notice 86-5

Thank you for your submittal of 06-AUG-07. Our staff has completed a preliminary
analysis of the material. The results are provided as follows:

Your submittal was found to be in full compliance with the standards for submission of
data contained in PR Notice 86-5. A copy of your bibliography is enclosed, annotated with
Master Record ID's (MRIDs) assigned to each document submitted. Please use these numbers in
all future references to these documents. Thank you for your cooperation. If you have any
questions concerning this data submission, please raise them with the cognizant Product
Manager, to whom the data have been released.
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Goldshield”

NBS Technology, LLC
157 Skunks Misery Rd.
P.O.Box 428

Locust Valley, New York 11560
516.674.4085P 516.759.5309 F

August 2, 2007

Ms. Tracy Lantz, Product Manager
USEPA
Antimicrobial Division

Via Fax

Dear Ms. Lantz,

I"ve enclosed .. opy of your letter to us relative to our Goldshield 75 product application,
per our conv=~~~+ign yesterday afternoon.

Once »~ -1ve read it, please call me at 631 737 4850 ext 126 so we can discuss some
questions 1 nave regarding your request.

. Thank you,
‘ed Shisky, VP _
NBS Technology
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S0 e UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20460

May 9, 2007
OFFICE OF
[ . PREVENTION, PESTICIDES AND
TOXIC SUBSTANCES

PLEASE RETURN A COPY OF THIS LETTER WITH PAYMENT
| Or Pay On-Line at www.Pay.Gov (See Below for Details)

OPP Decision Number: D-378983

EPA File Symbol or Registration Number: 83075-E
Product Name: GOLDSHIELD 75

EPA Receipt Date: 01-May-2007

EPA Company Number: 83075

Company Name: NBS TECHNOLOGY, LLC

JEFF JONES

DELTA ANALYTICAL CORP

NBS TECHNOLOGY, LLC

7910 WOODMONT AVE., SUITE 1000
BETHESDA, MD 20814-

SUBJECT: Receipt of Registration Application Subject to Registration Service Fee
Dear Registrant:

The Office of Pesticide Programs has received your application for registration. If you
submitted data with this application, the results of the PRN-86-5 screen will be communicated
separately. During the administrative screen, the Office of Pesticide Programs has determined
that this Action is subject to a Pesticide Registration Service Fee as defined in the Pesticide
Registration Improvement Act.

The Action has been identified as Action Code: A54

NEW PRODUCT;NON-FAST TRACK;FIFRA SEC. 2(MM) USES;

Please remit payment in the amount of: § 4,200 to:

By USPS:
USEPA Washington Finance Center
Pesticide Registration Service Fee
PO Box 360277
Pittsburgh, PA 15251
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® O
By Courier:

U.S. EPA Washington Finance Center
Pesticide Registration Service Fee
C/O Mellon Client Service Center
500 Ross Street, Room 670

Box 360277

Pittsburgh, PA 15251-6277

Attn: EPA Module Supervisor
Telephone: (412) 236-2294

All payments must be in United States currency by check, bank draft, or money order
drawn to the order of the Environmental Protection Agency. To ensure proper credit, please
write the OPP DECISION NUMBER on your check, and enclose a copy of this letter with your

payment. :

Effective November 1, 2006, fees may be paid on-line via credit card or electronic fund
transfer. To submit a payment on-line, visit www.pay.gov. From the pay.gov home page, select
"search by form name." From the next page, select "P," then click on "Pesticide Registration
Improvement Act. Fee Payment" and complete the form, making certain to use the decision
number and registration number on the invoice you receive from the Pesticide Program in the
space provided.

You may be eligible for a full or partial waiver of the registration service fee if, for example,
you qualify as a small business or are applying for a minor use, or if your application is solely
associated with an IR-4 tolerance petition. Please be advised that if you intend to request a
waiver, you must do so in writing within 15 days of receipt of this invoice instead of remitting
the amount indicated above. OPP will not consider waiver requests after the registration service
fee has been paid. Information regarding eligibility and how th request and document a fee
waiver is available on the OPP Fee for Service web site at www.epa.gov/pesticides/fees.

Please send Registration Service Fee Waiver requests to:

By USPS: By Courier:

Document Processing Desk (WAIVER) Document Processing Desk (WAIVER)
Office of Pesticide Programs (7504C) Office of Pesticide Programs (7504C)
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW Room S4900 Potomac Yard 1

Washington, DC 20460 2777 S. Crystal Dr.

Arlington, VA 22202

A PRIA decision time review period will not start until a fee waiver is granted and/or the
Agency receives certification that the outstanding fee has been paid. If the Agency does not
receive certification of payment for this action or a fee waiver request within the next 45 days,
the Agency will presume that you no longer want to pursue this action. The Agency will then
initiate a process that may result in administrative withdrawal of this action.

If you have any questions, please contact the Pesticide Registration Service Fee

223



224



225



Page 226 — *Product ingredient source information may be entitled to confidential
treatment®



’ MATERIAL SAFETY I'SHEET

AV LV VA IICI\J

s PRODUCT
N B T Goldshield™ 75

EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER

(800)262-8200 (24 Ho~' rUFMTREC

| 1. I CHEMICAL PRODUCT AND COMPANY IDENTIFICATION
PRODUCT NAME : Goldshield™ _'5
CHEMICAL DESCRIPTION : Organosilane
COMPANY IDENTIFICATION : NBS Technology, LLC

157 Skunks Misery Rd. (PO Box 428)
Locust Valley, New York 11560
Ph: 516.674.4085; toll free 866.NBST.889

EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER : (800)262-8200 (24 Hours) CHEMTREC

I 2' { PnqunQITIONﬂMFOPIIATIOII qu IMGR:“I:}ITQ

Our hazard evaluation has identified the following chemical substance(s) as hazardous. Consult Section 15 for the
nature of the hazard(s).

Hazardous Substance(s) CAS NO. % Weight TWA STEL
3-«(Trimethoxysilyl)propyldimethyloctadecyl ammonim chloride 27668-52-6 0.75% N/A N/A

The above information is not intended for use in preparing product specifications.

13. | HAZARDS IDENTIFICATION

**EMERGENCY OVERVIEW**

Warning:

SLIGHTLY IRRITATING TO THE EYES. HARMFUL IF INJESTED OR INHALED.

Do not get in eyes or on clothing. Avoid contact with skin or clothing, and avoid breathing vapor. Wear pro'{echve
eyewear (goggles or face shield). Wash thoroughly with soap and water after handling. Remove contammated

clothing and wash clothing before use. . "- :
PRIMARY ROUTES OF ENTRY : sevess '...:‘
Inhalation, skin contact, ingestion, and eye contact ‘oo’ ¢ e

NBS Technology, LLC, 157 Skunks Misery Rd. (PO Box 428) Locust Valley, NY 11560 **°*. ¢
(866)-NBST-889 °*
1/6
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’ MATERIAL SAFETY 'SHEET

avIuDIL ||<:|\J

s PRODUCT
N B T Goldshield™ 75

EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER

(800)262-8200 (24 Hours) CHEMTREC

INHALATION: Move person to fresh air. If not breathing, give artificial respiration. Seek medical attention.

SECTION 4 NOTF<- Treat the same == methyl alcohol poisoning.

[5. [FIRE FIGHTING MEASURES

FLAMMALBE LIMITS IN AIR : UPPER: N/A
LOWER: N/A

FLASH POINT: N/A

EXTINGUSHING MEDIA: N/A

SPECIAL FIRE FIGHTING PROCEDURES: N/A

UNUSUAL FIRE AND EXPOLSION HAZARDS: N/A

HAZARDOUS DECOMPOSITION PRODUCTS: N/A

SECTION 5§ NOTES: None

| s. | ACCIDENTAL RELEASE MEASURES

ACCIDENTIAL RELEASE MEASURES :

Steps to be taken if material is released or spilled: Do not contaminate water, food, or fed by material. Disposal of
collected product, residues, and clean-up materials may be governmentally regulated. Observe all applicable iocal,
state, and federal waste management regulations. Mop, wipe, or soak up with absorbent and contain for salvage or
disposal. Clean any remaining slippery surfaces by appropriate techniques, such as: several moppings or
swabbings with approperiate solvents; washing with mild, caustic detergents or solutions, or high pressure steam for
large areas. For non-silicones, use typical industrial cleaning materials. Observe any safety precautions applicable
to the cleaning material being used. See applicable regulatory compliance information in section 15.

SECTION 6 NOTES: See Section 8 fo Personal Protective Equipment for Spills.

| 7. | HANDLING AND STORAGE

HANDLING : Wear appropnate personal protective eqipment. (See Section 8) 0

STORAGE: Store in orginal closed container in a secure area inaccessible to ~~dren and away from foéq B'r?eed.

OTHER PRECUATIONS: Do not freeze product e ' o coos

SECTION 7 NOTES: None *e-®

NBS Technology, LLC, 157 Skunks Misery Rd. (PO Box 428) Locust Valley, NY 11560 = e
(866)-NBST-889
3/6
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MATERIAL SAFETY ' SHEET

™

i WINA I Il\-l\J

NBST

PRODUCT

Goldshield™ 7!

EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER
(800)262-8200 (24 Hours) CHEMTREC

[ 8. | EXPOSURE CONTROLS/PERSONAL PROTECTION ]

ENGINEERING CONTROLS: Local exhaust and General exhaust recommended.

RESPIRATORY PROTECTION: Use respiratory protection unless adequate local exhaust ventilation is provided or
air sampling data shows exposures are within recommended exposure guidelines. industrial Hygiene Personnel can
asist in judging the adequacy of exsiting engineering controls. A suitable respirator would be a self-contained
breathing apparatus (SCBA) or other supplied respirator.

EYE PROTECTION: Wear protective eyewear (goggles, face shield, or safety glasses with side shields.)

SKIN PROTECTION: Chemical protective gloves are recommended. (suitable gloves: SilverShield®, 4H®, Viton®)

| 9. | PHYSICAL AND CHEMICAL PROPERTIES j

PHYSICAL STATE Pale yellow, liquid

APPEARANCE Clear, clolorless liquid

ODOR Odorless or slight alcohol

SPECIFIC GRAVI Not available

SOLUBILITY IN WATER Complete

pH 5.17

FREEZING POINT Not available

BOILING POINT Not avaifable

MELTING POINT Not available

VAPOR PRESSURE Not available

VISCOSITY <85.5mPar-s

VOLATILE CONTENT Not available soos

SECTION 9 NOTES: None LY
{10. | STABILITY AND REACTIVITY M *

STABILITY: Under normal conditions this material is stable

HAZARDOUS POLYMERIZATION : Hazardous polymerization will not occur.

NBS Technology, LLC, 157 Skunks Misery Rd. (PO Box 428) Locust Valley, NY 11560 "« ¢

(866)-NBST-889
4/6
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' MATERIAL SAFETY I'SHEET

™

NSV IVAIE Il\..I\J

NBST [~

Goldshield™ 75

EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER

CONDITIONS TO AVOID : None

(pnn\oeo,noloo 124 Llolu- Y

~UCMTDER

INCOMPATIBLE MATERIALS TO AVOID : Acids, alkalis, strong oxidizing agents, and anionic surfactants

SECTION 10 NOTES: Water, moisture, or air can cause hazardous vapors to form as described in Section 2.

[11. | TOXICOLOGICAL INFORMATION

The following results are for the product.

ROUTES OF ENTRY: inhalation, Skin Contact, ingestion, Eye Contact

TOXICITY: Eye Irritation: Mildly irritating to eyes (Rabbit)

SECTION 11 NOTES: None

[12. [ECOLOGICAL INFORMATION

|

ECOTOXICOLOGICAL EFFECTS : This pesticide is toxic to fish. Do not apply to water by cleaning of equipment or

disposal of pesticide.
SECTION 12 NOTES: None

SECTION 12 NOTES: None

[13. | DI=®)SAL CONSIDERATIONS

WASTE DISPOSAL METHOD: Waste resuiting from the use of this product may be disposed of on site,****,

SECTION 13 NOTES: None

NBS Technology, LLC, 157 Skunks Misery Rd. (PO Box 428) Locust Valley, NY 11560 °*°*°, ¢

(866)-NBST-889
5/6
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' MATERIAL SAFETY v SHEET

NIV IICI\J

NBST [~

EMERGENCY TELEPHONE NUMBER

Goldshield™ 75

(800)262-8200 (24 Hours) CHEMTREC

[14. T TRANSPORT INFORMATION

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION: Not required

SECTION 14 NOTES: None

[15. | REGULATORY INFORMATION

SECTION 15 NOTES: None

[16. [ OTHER INFORMATION

PREPARATION INFORMATION: Prepared by NBS Technology, LLC.

DISCLAIMER: This information is offered in good faith as typical values and not as a product specification. No
warranty, expressed or implied is hereby made. The recommended industrial hygiene and safe handling procedures
are believed to be generally applicable. However, each user should review these recommendations in the specific
context of the intended use and determine whether they are approperiate.

Date issued : 09/09/05
Replaces : 01/12/06

NBS Technology, LLC, 157 Skunks Misery Rd. (PO Box 428) Locust Valley, NY 11560 °*°*.
(866)-NBST-889 *°

6/6
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